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REMARKS 

Claims 1-16 were pending in the present application before the 
amendment as set forth above, wherein claim 16 was withdrawn from 
consideration. By this Amendment, claims 1, 3, 8, 10 and 12 are amended, 
claim 2 is canceled, claims 17-20 are newly introduced, and claims 4-7, 9, 1 1, 
and 13-15 remain unchanged. 

The August 23, 2006 Office Action rejected: 

claims 1-8, 10-13, and 15 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b), as being anticipated 
by Bache (USP 1,194,463); and 

claims 9 and 14 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bache (USP 1,194,463) in view of Ko (JP 59-155621). 

In response to this Office Action, applicant has amended claims 1 and 
10. Support for the amendment set forth above can be found in both of the 
invention disclosure and the drawings as originally filed. Thus, applicant 
asserts that no new matter is added. However, the claims are not limited to the 
disclosed embodiments. 

It is now believed that the application is in condition for allowance at 
least for the reasons set forth below and such allowance is respectfully 
requested. 

Amendments to the Specification 

Applicant has amended paragraph [0006a] of the Specification to 
correct typographical errors thereof. 
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Applicant has amended paragraphs [0017] and [0018] of the 
Specification to correct two clear errors thereof. The shaft 20 has been 
carelessly matched with a complementary supporting structure, and the 
bearing sleeve 10 has been carelessly matched with a rotatable body. It is well 
known to those skilled in the pertinent art (i.e., the bearing art) that what is 
adapted to be mounted to a shaft should be a rotatable body, not a 
complementary supporting structure, and that the outer surface of a bearing 
sleeve should be adapted for being mounted in a bore of a complementary 
supporting structure, not a rotatable body. Applicant submits that the above 
amendments can be well recognized and appreciated by those skilled in the 
art of bearing and that no prohibitive new matter is added. 

Claim Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) and 103(a) 

Amended claim 1 recites in part that "the first and second grooves are 
substantially parallel to a central axis of the bearing sleeve." 

In Bache, particularly referring to Figs. 1 and 5, the grooves 2, 3 defined 
in inside wall of the bearing shell 1 are not parallel to a central axis of the 
bearing shell 1, as required by amended claim 1. Also refer to lines 38-46, 
column 1, page 2 of Bache, "said grooves must be of long pitch and such a 
pitch as will not carry them, say more than forty-five degrees; about the 
bearing. In fact, the best results are obtained by having the grooves of spiral 
form and of very Jong pitch so that the leading ends of each set of grooves will 
lie substantially in the same elemental lines of the cylindrical bearing." As 
such, Bache fails to disclose each and every limitation of amended claim 1, 
and thus fails to anticipate amended claim 1 . 
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For at least the reasons set forth above, claim 1 is allowable; claims 3-9 



cpsT AVAILABLE COPV 



